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Ref: (a) 10 U.S.C. 1552

End: (1) DD Form 149
(2) Subject’snaval record

1. Pursuantto the provisionsof reference(a), Subject,hereinafterreferredto as Petitioner,
filed enclosure(1) with this Board requesting,in effect, that his naval recordbe correctedto
show that hewasassigneda reenlistmentcodewhich is more favorablethanRE-4.

2. TheBoard, consistingof Messrs.Pfeiffer, Kastnerand Leeman,reviewedPetitioner’s
allegationsof error andinjusticeon 23 September1999 and,pursuantto its regulations,
determinedthat thecorrectiveactionindicatedbelow should be takenon theavailable
evidenceof record. Documentarymaterialconsideredby theBoard consistedof the
enclosures,naval records,andapplicablestatutes,regulationsand policies.

3. TheBoard, having reviewedall the factsof record pertainingto Petitioner’sallegations
of errorandinjusticefinds asfollows:

a. Beforeapplying to this Board,Petitionerexhaustedall administrativeremedies
availableunderexisting law and regulationswithin theDepartmentof the Navy.

b. Although, it appearsthat enclosure(1) wasnot filed in a timely manner,it is in the
interestof justice to waive thestatuteof limitations and review the applicationon its merits.

c. Petitionerservedon activeduty from 11 Januaryto 9 March 1995, whenhewas
dischargedby reasonof failure to meetmedical/physicalprocurementstandards. He was
assigneda reenlistmentcodeof RE-4.



CONCLUSION:

Upon review andconsiderationof all theevidenceof record, theBoard concludesthat
Petitionershould havebeenassigneda more favorablereenlistmentcode. In this regard,it
notesthat a Sailordischargedfor failing to meetmedicalprocurementstandardsmay be
assigneda reenlistmentcodeof RE-3E, ineligible for reenlistmentwithout waiverof
disqualification,or RE-4, not recommendedfor reenlistment,andineligible for reenlistment
withoutprior approvalof theChief of Naval Personnel. The Board concludesthat the RE-4
was inappropriatein this case,giventhe absenceof adverseinformation in Petitioner’s
record. Accordingly, it finds the existenceof an injusticewarrantingthe following
correctiveaction.

RECOMMENDATION:

a. That Petitioner’snaval recordbecorrectedto show that hewasassigneda
reenlistmentcodeof RE-3E, vice the RE-4codehe actuallyreceived.

b. Thata copy of this Reportof Proceedingsbe filed in Petitioner’snaval record.

4. Pursuantto Section6(c) of therevisedProceduresof theBoard for Correctionof Naval
Records(32Codeof FederalRegulations,Section723.6(c))it is certified that a quorumwas
presentat theBoard’sreview and deliberations,andthat the foregoing is a trueand complete
recordof theBoard’sproceedingsin the aboveentitled matter.
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5. Pursuantto the delegationof authority setout in Section6(e) of therevisedProcedures
of the Board for correctionof Naval Records(32 Codeof FederalRegulations,Section
723.6(e))and havingassuredcompliancewith its provisions,it is herebyannouncedthat the
foregoing correctiveaction, takenunderthe authorityof reference(a), hasbeenapprovedby
theBoard on behalfof theSecretaryof the Navy.
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